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Abstract
Background
Bovine Taenia saginata cysticercus infections (also called bovine cysticercosis or beef measles) is usually diagnosed in cattle only during post-mortem meat inspection. The aim of this
study was to investigate the identification rates of these infections in and to identify predictors/determinants of variations in the identification rates in abattoirs in Gauteng province,
South Africa.

Methods
Retrospective data for over 1.4 million cattle carcasses inspected in 26 abattoirs between
January 2010 and December 2013 were used for the study. The identification rates (proportion of bovine Taenia saginata cysticercus positive carcasses) were computed and generalized estimating equations used to identify predictors/determinants of identification rates.

Results
The overall identification rate was 0.70% (95% CI: 0.45, 0.95). Significantly (p< 0.05) lower
rates were reported during summer (0.55%) than other seasons. Some geographic areas
reported significantly (p<0.05) higher rates than others. The identification rates in high
throughput abattoirs was significantly (p<0.05) higher (RR: 9.4; 95% CI: 4.7–19.1) than in
low throughput abattoirs. Similarly, the identification rates among animals from feedlots
were significantly (p<0.05) higher (RR: 1.6; 95% CI: 1.7–3.5) than those from non-feedlot
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of the meat inspection surveillance data submitted by
the various abattoirs. However, he does not work for
any of the meat inspection services nor offer meat
inspection services at any of the abattoirs studied.
Additionally, although the GDARD is the custodian of
the surveillance data, it is not in any way associated
with the provision of meat inspection services.
Moreover, the department did not contribute to the
decision of submission of the article for publication.
Abbreviations: AIC, Akaike Information Criterion; CI,
Confidence interval; GDARD, Gauteng Department of
Agriculture and Rural Department; GEE, Generalized
Estimating Equations; RR, Relative Risk; QIC, Quasilikelihood Independence Model Criterion.

sources. No significant (p>0.05) association was identified between identification rates and
either the number of meat inspectors per abattoir or the provider of inspection services.

Conclusion
Although no significant association was found between identification rates and provider of
inspection services, follow-up studies will need to be done to specifically investigate the
potential conflict of interest arising from the fact that abattoir owners hire meat inspection
services directly. Capture of abattoir surveillance data needs to include farm address and
for each case to be reported separately. Finally, information on the type of identified cysts
(alive or calcified) need to be collected to help better estimate risk to consumers. This study
provides useful baseline data to guide future studies, surveillance and control efforts.

Introduction
Cattle are the intermediate hosts for the larval stages of T. saginata, while humans act as definitive hosts. Thus, for the life cycle of T. saginata to be complete, there must be a link between
humans and animals [1]. Therefore, humans acquire T. saginata infestation when they consume raw or undercooked beef having T. saginata cysts. Grazing contaminated pastures and
drinking water contaminated with the intermediate stages of the parasite passed out by humans
are risk factors for Taenia infestation in cattle. [1, 2].
Following ingestion of T. saginata eggs by cattle, the larvae develop into cysticerci primarily
in the skeletal and cardiac muscles. These cysts are fully developed in 4–5 months and measure
approximately 0.5–1.0 cm. Cysts may vary in appearance depending on the degree of inflammation, necrosis, and mineralisation of the resulting lesion [3]. Taenia saginata cysts are
potentially infective to humans by 10 weeks [1].
Infested cattle do not usually show symptoms and therefore detection of infection usually
only occurs during meat inspection [4–6]. Although meat inspection has 100% specificity [7],
it has low sensitivity (11.5–15.6%) [8, 9], which increases the risk of potential exposure/infection to consumers due to false negative meat inspection results.
In South Africa, all bovine carcasses have to be individually inspected for the presences of
bovine T. saginata cysts by visual examination and incision of the masseter, heart, diaphragmatic and triceps muscles. Palpation of the tongue and visual examination of the offal is also
prescribed. If a carcass presents a generalised infestation, the carcass and offal have to be
declared unfit for human consumption and condemned. However, if the infestation is localised,
the carcass could be partially passed on condition that it is treated by freezing at temperatures
not exceeding −10°C for more than 14 days [10, 11]. The implication of this, is serious financial
losses that occurs due to either carcass condemnation or costs of cold treatment and downgrading of affected carcasses [2, 12, 13].
According to Section 11 of the South African Meat Safety Act 40 of 2000 [14], abattoir owners are required to procure meat inspection services for their abattoirs. Meat inspection services
can be provided by either companies or private individuals. Moreover, the Act stipulates that
the inspection services have to be independent of the abattoir management. However, because
abattoir owners pay the meat inspection service providers directly, a conflict of interest is likely
to arise especially where private individuals are involved, which could adversely affect the identification rates of the condition in different abattoirs. This is a problem that needs to be
addressed to enhance the meat inspection services in the country. In November of 2012, a
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proposal by a meat inspection working group was tabled to address the issue [10]. However,
the question that arises is whether indeed the provider of the meat inspection services does
influence the rate of identification of bovine T. saginata cysticercus positive carcasses in
abattoirs.
The burden of bovine cysticercosis globally differs by region with high prevalence proporations reported in developing countries. Studies done in Europe have demonstrated a prevalence
of 3.09% of bovine cysticercus in Belgium [15] and 1.23% in France [16]. In Africa, a prevalence of 19.7% has been reported in Ethiopia [17] and 0.2% in the North West province of
South Africa [18]. However, there is no evidence of any studies that have been done to assess
the prevalence of the condition among animals slaughtered in abattoirs in Gauteng province,
South Africa.
In light of this, the objectives of this study were to estimate identification rates of bovine T.
saginata cysticercus positive beef cattle slaughtered in abattoirs located in Gauteng Province of
South Africa between 2010 and 2013 and to identify predictors/determinants of the variations
in identification rates.

Materials and Methods
Ethics approval
This study was approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of the University of Pretoria.

Study area
This study was conducted in Gauteng Province which is South Africa’s most populous province with an estimated population of 12.3 million people. The province is approximately
18,178 km2 and consists of three metropolitan municipalities (City of Johannesburg, City of
Tshwane and Ekurhuleni) and two district municipalities (Sedibeng and West Rand). The two
district municipalities are further subdivided into seven local municipalities for administrative
purposes [19]. The province as a whole has a subtropical climate, but Johannesburg tends to be
cooler than Pretoria. Gauteng Province is located in the Highveld region with an annual summer rainfall of approximately 700 mm, with December and January being the wettest months
of the year. The province experiences average annual maximum temperatures of about 22°C in
the south and about 25°C in the north.

Data source
Retrospective data used in the study were from 26 abattoirs located in Gauteng Province of
South Africa and covered the time period January 2010—December 2013. Approval to use the
data was obtained from the Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Department
(GDARD) that also provided the data to the investigators. The Meat Safety Act 40 of the year
2000 requires that all animals slaughtered in South African abattoirs to be inspected and for
details of the animals and findings of meat inspection to be recorded [14]. The Act defines a
bovine T. saginata cysticercus positive carcass as one whose head, active muscles and red offal
is found to have one or more parasitic intermediate stages of the parasite that is either alive or
calcified. The information collected during meat inspection is sent to the Gauteng Department
of Agriculture and Rural Development (GDARD) where it is entered into an electronic database as part of disease monitoring and surveillance.
The data used in the present study included monthly abattoir reports of the total number of
cattle slaughtered, number of carcasses inspected, as well as the number of bovine T. saginata
cysticercus positive carcasses identified. The study included data from both high and low

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725 March 23, 2016

3 / 12

Identification Rates of Beef Tapeworm in South Africa

throughput abattoirs located in Gauteng and registered with GDARD. A low throughput abattoir is defined as one that handles a maximum of 20 units per day [14]. However, if only one
species of animals is slaughtered per day, then the maximum accepted limits are: (a) no more
than 20 units if handling cattle or horses or sausage pigs larger than 90kgs; (b) no more than 40
units if handling sheep or goats, or (c) no more than 30 units if handling pigs. High throughput
abattoirs, on the other hand, are classified at the discretion of the provincial executive officer
based on the capacity of the lairages, hourly throughput potential relative to available equipment and facilities, such as hanging space and chiller capacity, as well as handling of rough
offal [10].

Data collection and management
The data were collated into monthly numbers of carcasses inspected at each abattoir, and
bovine T. saginata cysticercus positive carcasses identified during meat inspection. The data
were evaluated for missing values and any inconsistencies such as implausible values. The following variables were included in the final dataset: number of animals slaughtered and
inspected, number of cysticercus positive carcasses, municipality where the abattoir was
located, month of the year when animals were slaughtered and sources of the animals (feedlot
or non-feedlot). For purposes of this study, a feedlot was defined as an intensive animal farming system where beef cattle are fattened prior to slaughter. Non-feedlot sources, on the other
hand, included all sources of animals that did not fit the above definition.

Data analysis
Descriptive analysis was performed to determine the proportions of bovine T. saginata cysticercus positive carcasses (presented as identification rates) by month, year, season and municipality. To assess whether the data were normally distributed or not, Shapiro-Wilks test was
used. Exact Wilcoxon test was used to compare the differences in identifications rates when the
data were not normally distributed otherwise Chi-square analysis was used. Statistical significance was assessed at p0.05.
To investigate associations between identification rates and the suspected predictors/
determinants, a Generalized Estimating Equation (GEE) model was fit to the data. The
dependent variable was specified as the number of bovine T. saginata cysticercus positive
carcasses identified per abattoir per month, and the natural log of the number of carcasses
inspected per abattoir per month was used as the offset. The error distribution and link
function were specified as Poisson and log, respectively. Using this modelling framework,
simple/two-way associations were first investigated to identify variables that had significant
simple associations with the outcome. The following variables were assessed for the simple
associations with the dependent variable: class of the abattoir (high vs low throughput),
source of the animals (feedlot vs non-feedlot), meat inspection service provider (private
individuals vs company), and municipality. Variables that had significant (p<0.05) simple
associations with the outcome were offered for assessment in the multivariable GEE model.
A backward elimination procedure with a critical p-value of 0.05 was used to identify significant predictors/determinants. All possible two-way interactions of variables in the final
main effects model were assessed for significance. Since GEE is not a likelihood‐based
method, Quasi-likelihood under the Independence Model Criterion (QIC), which is analogous to the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC), was used to assess model fit and identify
the best correlation structure for the data.
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Results
Descriptive analysis results
A total of 1,415,005 animals were slaughtered and the same number of carcasses inspected during the study period (January 2010-December 2013). Most (1,373,229) of the carcasses
inspected at the abattoirs were of animals from non-feedlot sources (Fig 1). A total of 9,920 out
of . . .. (0.70%, 95% confidence interval [95% CI]: 0.45, 0.95) cattle slaughtered during the study
period were positive for bovine cysticercosis.

Simple/univariable associations
There were significant (p<0.05) differences in bovine cysticercosis identification rates across
years, with the highest identification rates reported in 2013 and the lowest in 2012 (Table 1).
There were monthly fluctuations in identification rates over the study period with summer
months (November to March) having relatively low identification rates compared to the other
months (Fig 2). Similar patterns were revealed by the results of seasonal analysis that also
showed significantly (p<0.05) lower bovine cysticercosis identification rates during the summer months (0.55%) than other seasons. This coincided with the time when relatively more
animals were slaughtered (Fig 3). Although there seemed to be evidence of an increasing temporal trend (R² = 0.46) in identification rates of bovine cysticercus positive carcasses over the
study period, the observed increase was not statistically significant (p = 0.325).

Fig 1. Distribution of sources of slaughtered animals by municipalities in Gauteng Province (South Africa), 2010–2013.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.g001
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Table 1. The total number of cattle slaughtered in Gauteng Province (South Africa) between 2010 and 2013 and proportion of bovine T. saginata
cysticercus positive carcasses identified, treated and condemned.
Year

Number
of
abattoirs

Number of
carcasses
inspected

Number of bovine
cysticercosis
positive
carcasses

Percentage (95%
CI*) of bovine
cysticercosis
positive carcasses

Number of
treated
carcasses

Percentage
(95% CI*) of
treated
carcasses

Number of
condemned
carcasses

Percentage
(95% CI*) of
condemned
carcasses

2010

25

356,006

2, 169

0.61 (0.58, 0.63)

2, 118

0.59 (0.57,
0.62)

51

2.34 (1.78, 3.1)

2011

25

349,458

2, 389

0.68 (0.66, 0.71)

2, 380

0.68 (0.65,
0.71)

9

0.38 (0.13, 0.62)

2012

25

348,309

1, 980

0.57 (0.54, 0.59)

1, 975

0.57 (0.54,
0.59)

5

0.25 (0.03, 0.47)

2013

26

361,232

3, 382

0.92 (0.90, 0.97)

3, 374

0.93 (0.90,0.97)

8

0.24 (0.07, 0.40)

* CI: Conﬁdence interval
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.t001

The bovine cysticercosis identification rates were significantly (p<0.05) higher during the
months of May (0.89%), October (0.88%), August (0.85%), and lower during February (0.53%)
and March (0.37%) (Table 2).
A comparison of the identification rates across municipalities showed significantly
(p<0.05) higher rates in Nokeng Tsa Taemane (1.23%) and Mogale City (1.04%) than the rest
of the provinces, while the lowest rates were reported in the City of Tshwane (0.01%). No cases
were observed in the Midvaal municipality (0%) (Table 3). Identification rates for T. saginata
cysticercus infection were significantly (p<0.002) higher in the high throughput abattoirs
(0.024%) compared to low throughput abattoirs (0.05%). There was no significant (p<0.4226)
difference between the identification rates observed among animals sourced from feedlots
(0.054%) as compared to those from non-feedlot sources (0.033%). Moreover, significantly
(p = 0.0295) higher identification rates were observed in abattoirs where meat inspection was

Fig 2. Temporal trends in monthly bovine T. saginata cysticercus identification rates in abattoirs across Gauteng Province (South Africa) between
2010 and 2013.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.g002
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Fig 3. Seasonal patterns in number of carcasses inspected and bovine T. saginata cysticercus identification rates in Gauteng Province (South
Africa), 2010–2015.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.g003

Table 2. Monthly identification rates of bovine T. saginata cysticercus in Gauteng Province (South Africa), 2010–2013.
Month

Number of carcasses
inspected

Number of Bovine cysticercosis Positive
carcasses

Percentage (95% CI*) of Bovine cysticercosis Positive
carcasses

January

100,581

535

0.53 (0.49, 0.58)

February

102,738

546

0.53 (0.49, 0.58)

March

117,741

440

0.37 (0.34, 0.41)

April

111,914

785

0.70 (0.65, 0.75)

May

119,218

1, 067

0.89 (0.90, 1.02)

June

116,059

902

0.78 (0.73, 0.83)

July

122,039

948

0.78 (0.73, 0.83)

August

120,025

1, 020

0.85 (0.80, 0.90)

September

112,709

825

0.73 (0.68, 0.78)

October

121,230

1, 071

0.88 (0.83, 0.94)

November

125,759

847

0.67 (0.63, 0.72)

December

144,992

934

0.64 (0.60, 0.69)

*CI: 95% Conﬁdence interval
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.t002
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Table 3. Bovine T. saginata cysticercus identification rates by municipalities of Gauteng Province (South Africa), 2010–2013.
Number
carcasses
inspected

Number of Bovine
cysticercosis Positive
carcasses

Percentage (95% CI†) of Bovine
cysticercosis Positive carcasses

City of
Johannesburg

707

4

0.57 (0.15, 1.44)

City of Tshwane

31,455

4

0.01 (0.003, 0.03)
0.12 (0.09, 0.15)

Metropolitan
Municipality

District
municipality

Local
municipality

Ekurhuleni
Sedibeng

54,002

65

Emfuleni

110,014

552

0.50 (0.46, 0.54)

Lesedi

256,868

1,726

0.67 (0.64, 0.70)

Midvaal
West Rand

*Metwseding

Kungwini

715

0

0.00 (0.0, 0.51)

142,919

197

0.14 (0.12, 0.16)

Merafong

71,753

275

0.38 (0.34, 0.43)

Mogale City

238,808

2,495

1.04 (1.00, 1.09)

Nokeng Tsa
Taemane

525,115

6,479

1.23 (1.20, 1.26)

*The Metsweding District together with Nokeng Tsa Taemane local municipality were closed and merged into the Tshwane Metropolitan Municipality in
2011.
†

CI: Conﬁdence interval.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.t003

performed by independent service providers (0.05%) compared to those in which the owners
(0.0%) were responsible for performing meat inspection (Table 4).

Determinants of bovine cysticercosis identification rates based on
multivariable GEE model
Although the municipality in which the abattoir was located and the provider of the inspection
services had significant simple/univariable associations with identification rates of bovine cysticercosis, the observed associations were not statistically significant in the multivariable GEE
model. In addition, the number of meat inspectors in the abattoir were also not significantly
associated with bovine cysticercosis identification rates.
Table 4. Characteristics of abattoirs and animal sources in Gauteng Province (South Africa) between 2010 and 2013.
Variable

Number positive for
bovine cysticercosis

Number carcasses
inspected

Number of bovine
cysticercosis positive
carcasses

Percentage (95% CI*) of Bovine
cysticercosis positive carcasses

Class of the abattoir
Low Throughput

34

68,217

34

0.05 (0.03, 0.07)

High Throughput

9,886

1,356,708

9,886

0.73 (0.71, 0.74)

Non-feedlot

9,920

1,373,229

9,920

0.72 (0.71, 0.74)

Feedlot

5,704

497,412

5,704

1.15 (1.12, 1.18)

Independent service
provider

9,554

1,292,654

9,554

0.74 (0.72, 0.75)

Service provided by
owner

366

122,351

366

0.30 (0.27, 0.33)

Source of animals

Meat inspection
service provider

*CI: Conﬁdence interval
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.t004
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Table 5. Results of the GEE Poisson model showing identified predictors/determinants of the identification rates of bovine T. saginata cysticercus
in Gauteng Province (South Africa), 2010–2013.
Predictor

Relative risk

Standard error

P-value

95% Conﬁdence interval

High Throughput

9.436

3.387

0.0001

4.670, 19.067

Low Throughput

Referent
0.464

0.001

1.672, 3.533

Class of the abattoir

Source of Animals
Feedlot
Non Feedlot

2.431
Referent

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725.t005

Bovine cysticercosis identification rates of high throughput abattoirs were 9 times higher
(RR: 9.4; 95% CI: 4.7–19.1) than those of low throughput abattoirs (Table 5). Similarly, the rate
of identification of bovine cysticercosis was 1.6 times higher (RR: 1.6; 95% CI: 1.7–3.5) for carcasses of animals from feedlots compared to those from non-feedlot sources (Table 5).

Discussion
This study was designed to estimate cysticercosis identification rates in Gauteng Province of
South Africa, and to identify predictors/determinants of variations in the identification rates.
This is the first study in South Africa that investigated determinants of cysticercosis identification rates using a multivariable modelling approach. The overall cysticercosis identification
rates was generally low (0.7%), although higher than the 0.2% reported in an earlier study done
in the North West Province of South Africa in 2011 [18]. However, it was lower than the 1.6%
reported in Matabeleland Province of Zimbabwe [13]. Due to the low sensitivity of meat
inspection, as has been reported in other studies [8, 9, 20, 21], it is possible that results reported
here are an underestimation of the true proportion of the cysticercosis positive carcasses.
Therefore, additional studies are needed to further investigate this issue.
The significantly lower proportions of cases of bovine cysticercosis observed during the
summer months (November to March) was in contrast to reports by Sungirai et al (2014) and
Dzoma et al (2011) who did not observe seasonal differences in the occurrence of bovine cysticercosis cases in Zimbabwe and North West Province of South Africa respectively [13, 18]. The
reason for the lower identification rates observed in the summer is unclear and will require further investigations.
The reason for the relatively high identification rates of bovine cysticercus positive carcasses
in Nokeng Tsa Taemane and Mogale City is unclear. However, it could be attributed to differences in data capturing practices across abattoirs (some abattoirs might be doing a better job of
recording than others) as well as differences in the rigor of meat inspection procedures and
abattoir management (some abattoirs might have more experienced inspectors who do a better
job of identifying the cysts). Similar reports were made by Terefe et al (2014) who observed
that management practices within the abattoir affects the proportion of bovine cysticercosis
positive carcasses identified and reported [22]. Moreover, other authors have reported that the
accuracy of meat inspection data is dependent not only on the number of cysts present but also
on the skill, rigor and number of meat inspectors employed in the abattoir [23].
The Meat Safety Act 40 of the year 2000 and associated regulations require abattoir owners
to hire independent meat inspection services for their abattoirs and therefore the owners are
responsible for paying for the services directly to the providers [14]. Although this arrangement
seems to have a potential to lead to conflict of interest, this study found that the type of service
provider was not a significant determinant of bovine cysticercosis identification rates.
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However, these results should be interpreted with caution, and more detailed primary base
studies need to be done to specifically further investigate the role of inspection service providers in the identification and reporting of bovine cysticercosis.
Contrary to the findings of a study by Sungirai et al (2014), who reported a significantly
higher prevalence of bovine cysticercosis in cattle from communal farmers compared to feedlots [13], this study found significantly higher identification rates in carcasses of cattle from
feedlots as compared to those sourced from non-feedlot sources. The findings of the current
study is consistent with those of other studies that have reported that animals raised on feedlots farms are more likely to be exposed to point source contamination such as sewage, feed
and water [24, 25]. This has been attributed to large numbers of animals becoming infected
at the same time. For example, in the USA, bovine T. saginata cysticercus outbreaks have
been reported in feedlot cattle [26–28]. In Alberta, contaminated water with human sewage
waste [25] and in South Wales, Australia, imported copra meal, which was used as a feed supplement have been implicated in outbreaks of T. saginata cysticercus infection among beef
cattle [24].
The higher identification rates in high throughput abattoirs as compared to low throughput
abattoirs contradicted the findings by Dzoma (2011), who reported a high proportion of cysticercosis in low throughput abattoirs [18]. This could be due to the fact that meat inspectors
working in high throughput abattoirs are more likely to be experienced due to the large numbers of carcasses they handle resulting in the higher identification rates observed in the current
study. Moreover, high throughput abattoirs have more resources to employ potentially more
experienced meat inspectors.
This study used retrospective administrative data and, therefore, the investigators had no
control over the quality of the data collection and hence the findings reported here should be
interpreted with caution. This is because as reported by Dorny et al (2000), it is difficult to
accurately estimate the proportion of cysticercosis positive carcasses based wholly on abattoir
data [1]. Moreover, the data used for this study did not include some variables such as age and
sex of the animal that have been reported to be associated with the occurrence of bovine cysticercosis [16, 29]. Also lacking in the records was indication of whether the cysts were alive or
calcified making it difficult to directly infer risk to the consumer. Furthermore, the records did
not include data on addresses of farms of origin of slaughtered animals, making it difficult to
trace back the animals to the source. In view of this, there is a need to improve surveillance
data collection to include these additional variables. Nonetheless, the findings of this study provide useful information on variations of cysticercosis identification rates and their predictors/
determinants to guide future studies, surveillance and control efforts.

Conclusions
Bovine cysticercosis is frequently observed in bovine carcasses in abattoirs across the Gauteng
Province of South Africa, albeit at low levels. The class of the abattoir and the source of the animals were significant predictors/determinants of bovine cysticercosis identification rates. Interestingly, the number of meat inspectors and the type of service providers were not significant
determinants. To better understand the differences in identification rates observed for the different variables, the authors recommend that capture of data on bovine T. saginata cysticercus
infections in abattoirs need to be improved to include more variables such as the address of the
farm of origin of the animal, and for each case to be reported separately to help with traceability. We further recommend that efforts to identify whether cysts are alive or calcified are
needed to help better estimate risk to consumers. This study provides useful baseline data to
guide future studies, surveillance data collection and control efforts.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725 March 23, 2016

10 / 12

Identification Rates of Beef Tapeworm in South Africa

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank the Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Development for providing access to the study data and the Language Services of the University of
South Africa for copy editing the manuscript.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: DNQ JWO AO. Performed the experiments: DNQ
AO DV. Analyzed the data: DNQ AO. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: DNQ
AO DV. Wrote the paper: DNQ JWO DV AO.

References
1.

Dorny P, Praet N. Taenia saginata in Europe. Special section: Food-borne Parasitic Zoonosis Papers
presented at the Fourth Annual Meeting of the European Veterinary Parasitology College (EVPC).
2007; 149(1–2):22–4. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2007.07.004

2.

Boone I, Thys E, Marcotty T, de Borchgrave J, Ducheyne E, Dorny P. Distribution and risk factors of
bovine cysticercosis in Belgian dairy and mixed herds. Preventive veterinary medicine. 2007; 82(1–
2):1–11. doi: 10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.05.002 PMID: 17559956

3.

Scandrett B, Parker S, Forbes L, Gajadhar A, Dekumyoy P, Waikagul J, et al. Distribution of Taenia
saginata cysticerci in tissues of experimentally infected cattle. Veterinary parasitology. 2009; 164(2–
4):223–31. doi: 10.1016/j.vetpar.2009.05.015 PMID: 19524368

4.

Karanikas ID, Sakellaridis TE, Alexiou CP, Siaperas PA, Fotopoulos AC, Antsaklis GI. Taenia saginata:
a rare cause of bowel obstruction. Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg. 2007; 101(5):527–8. doi: 10.1016/j.
trstmh.2006.07.004 PMID: 16973197

5.

Collier L, Cox F, Topley WW. Topley and Wilson's Microbiology and Microbial Infections: Parasitology:
London: Edward Arnold Publishers; 1998.

6.

Patel NM, Tatar EL. Unusual colonoscopy finding: Taenia saginata proglottid. World J Gastroenterol.
2007; 13(41):5540–1. PMID: 17907306; PubMed Central PMCID: PMC4171297.

7.

Eichenberger RM, Stephan R, Deplazes P. Increased sensitivity for the diagnosis of Taenia saginata
cysticercus infection by additional heart examination compared to the EU-approved routine meat
inspection. Food Control. 2011; 22(6):989–92. doi: 10.1016/j.foodcont.2010.11.033 PMID:
WOS:000288418600027.

8.

Eichenberger RM, Lewis F, Gabriel S, Dorny P, Torgerson PR, Deplazes P. Multi-test analysis and
model-based estimation of the prevalence of Taenia saginata cysticercus infection in naturally infected
dairy cows in the absence of a 'gold standard' reference test. Int J Parasitol. 2013; 43(10):853–9. doi:
10.1016/j.ijpara.2013.05.011 PMID: 23831108.

9.

Dupuy C, Hendrikx P, Hardstaff J, Lindberg A. Contribution of meat inspection to animal health surveillance in Bovine animals. In: EFSA, editor. European Food Safety Authority2012. p. 53.

10.

Department of Agriculture F, Fisheries. Proposal for a meat inspection service in South Africa. 2012.

11.

Geysen D, Kanobana K, Victor B, Rodriguez-Hidalgo R, de Borchgrave J, Brandt J, et al. Validation of
Meat Inspection Results for Taenia saginata Cysticercosis by PCR-Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism. Journal of food protection. 2007; 70(1):236–40. PMID: 17265888

12.

Cabaret J, Geerts S, Madeline M, Ballandonne C, Barbier D. The use of urban sewage sludge on pastures: the cysticercosis threat. Veterinary research. 2002; 33(5):575–97. doi: 10.1051/vetres:2002040
PMID: 12387491

13.

Sungirai M, Masaka L, Mbiba C. The prevalence of Taenia saginata cysticercosis in the Matabeleland
Provinces of Zimbabwe. Tropical animal health and production. 2014; 46(4):623–7. doi: 10.1007/
s11250-014-0538-0 PMID: 24429809

14.

Department of Agriculture Forestry and Fisheries. Act No. 40, 2000: Meat Safety Act, 2000. Pretoria,
South Africa: Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; 2000.

15.

Dorny P, Vercammen F, Brandt J, Vansteenkiste W, Berkvens D, Geerts S. Sero-epidemiological study
of Taenia saginata cysticercosis in Belgian cattle. Veterinary parasitology. 2000; 88(1–2):43–9. doi: 10.
1016/S0304-4017(99)00196-X PMID: 10681021

16.

Dupuy C, Morlot C, Gilot-Fromont E, Mas M, Grandmontagne C, Gilli-Dunoyer P, et al. Prevalence of
Taenia saginata cysticercosis in French cattle in 2010. Vet Parasitol. 2014; 203(1–2):65–72. doi: 10.
1016/j.vetpar.2014.02.054 PMID: 24655724.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725 March 23, 2016

11 / 12

Identification Rates of Beef Tapeworm in South Africa

17.

Terefe Y, Redwan F, Zewdu E. Bovine cysticercosis and its food safety implications in Harari People's
National Regional State, eastern Ethiopia. Onderstepoort Journal of Veterinary Research. 2014; 81
(1):676–. doi: 10.4102/ojvr.v81i1.676

18.

Dzoma BM, Setlhodi EK, Molefe MM, Motsei LE, Bakunzi FR, Ndou RV, et al. Prevalence of Bovine
Cysticercosis in the North West Province of South Africa from 2000 to 2010. Journal of Human Ecology.
2011; 36(1):9–12.

19.

Dyson LL. Heavy daily-rainfall characteristics over the Gauteng Province. Water SA. 2009; 35(5):627–
38.

20.

Allepuz A, Napp S, Picado A, Alba A, Panades J, Domingo M, et al. Descriptive and spatial epidemiology of bovine cysticercosis in North-Eastern Spain (Catalonia). Vet Parasitol. 2009; 159(1):43–8. doi:
10.1016/j.vetpar.2008.09.027 PMID: 19027236.

21.

Dorny P, Vercammen F, Brandt J, Vansteenkiste W, Berkvens D, Geerts S. Sero-epidemiological study
of Taenia saginata cysticercosis in Belgian cattle. Vet Parasitol. 2000; 88(1–2):43–9. PMID: 10681021.

22.

Terefe Y, Redwan F, Zewdu E. Bovine cysticercosis and its food safety implications in Harari People's
National Regional State, eastern Ethiopia. Onderstepoort J Vet Res. 2014; 81(1). doi: 10.4102/ojvr.
v81i1.676 PMID: 24833237.

23.

Garedaghi Y, Saber APR, Khosroshahi MS. Prevalence of bovine cysticercosis of slaughtered cattle in
Meshkinshahr Abattoir. American Journal of Animal and Veterinary Sciences. 2011; 6(3):121–4. doi:
10.3844/ajavsp.2011.121.124

24.

Jenkins DJ, Brown GK, Traub RJ. 'Cysticercosis storm' in feedlot cattle in north-west New South
Wales. Aust Vet J. 2013; 91(3):89–93. doi: 10.1111/avj.12023 PMID: 23438459.

25.

Lees W, Nightingale J, Brown D, Scandrett B, Gajadhar A. Outbreak of Cysticercus bovis (Taenia saginata) in feedlot cattle in Alberta. Can Vet J. 2002; 43(3):227–8. PMID: 11901599; PubMed Central
PMCID: PMC339212.

26.

Ebel E, Hancock D, Combs B, Yoder D, editors. Investigation of an outbreak of bovine cysticercosis in
Idaho. Proceedings of the 8th International Congress on Animal Hygiene; 1994 12–16 September
1994; St.Paul, Minnesota, USA.

27.

Slonka GF, Matulich W, Morphet E, Miller CW, Bayer EV. An outbreak of bovine cysticercosis in California. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 1978; 27(1 Pt 1):101–5. PMID: 626265.

28.

Yoder DR, Ebel ED, Hancock DD, Combs BA. Epidemiologic findings from an outbreak of cysticercosis
in feedlot cattle. J Am Vet Med Assoc. 1994; 205(1):45–50. PMID: 7928548.

29.

Dupuy C, Morlot C, Demont P, Callait M-P, Ducrot C, Calavas D, et al. Spatial analysis of bovine cysticercosis in France in 2010. Food Control. 2014; 47:348–52.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0151725 March 23, 2016

12 / 12

